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a 



I. Real Party In Interest 

The present application was not beei l assigned and therefore the real party in 
interest (Appellant) is Cheryl Cohen. 

IL Related Appeals and Interferences 

There arc no related appeals or interference known to appellant or appellants' 
legal representative which will directly affe< * or be directly affected by or have a bearing 
on the Board's decision in the pending appepl 

HL Status of Claims 

Claims 1-24 remain pending in the present application and are now under appeal, 
of which claims 1,12 and 22 are independent claims. Claims 1-24 have been rejected 
over the prior art. Specifically, claims 1 -9, 1-19 and 21 -24 are rejected under 3$ U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as anticipated by ILS« Patent No. 5,154,332 (Williams etaL). Claims 1-24 are 
also rejected under 35 U.S.G§ 103(a) as obv ious over Williams et al. Claims 10 and 20 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvi ous over Williams et al. in view of U.S. 



Patent No. 3,530,919 (May). A copy of the 



rfaims is attached as the Appendix. 



IV. Status of Amendments 

No amendments have been filed : 
Office Action. 



sub< equent to issuance of the May 20, 2005 Final 



V. Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The present invention is directed to a 
deters theft of its contents from its main 
positioning the terminating end of the 
back panel white the beginning end is disposed 
panel (p. 7, 11. 1-4). Configuring the 



: releasal >le 
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securing device (e.g., zipper) on the 
on another panel other than the back 
securing device (e.g., zipper) in 



con: partment ' 



releasable 
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accordance with the present invention prohil ►its access to the slider and pull tab of the 
zipper disposed at the terminating end of the chain which rests against the user*s body 
when the backpack is worn while maximizu g the size of the opening of the main 
compartment in which an object is placed (p 7, 1 1 9-22). 

In the exemplary embodiment showr in Figure 1, backpack 100 includes a main 
compartment formed by a front panel 105, a back panel 1 10 (Figure 5), a bottom panel 
115 (Figure 7), and a side panel 120. Accesj ; to the main compartment is provided by a 
three-dimensional releasable securing device 130, i.e., a releasable securing device 
disposed along at least two panels (p. 6, It 1 H6). In a preferred embodiment, the 
releasable securing device is a zipper having a beginning end 130* (representing that end 
of the zipper chain at which the slider and pi II tab mounted thereto (together referred to 
as reference element 135) originates prior to meshing the teeth together) and an opposite 
terminating end 130" (representing that end < >f the zipper chain at which the slider 135 
terminates when the teeth are meshed togeth *as a continuous chain). The tenninating 
end 1 30" of the zipper chain is disposed on f le back panel 110, while the opposite 
beginning end of the zipper chain is disposec on the front panel 105. Preferably, to 
prohibit unwanted access to the slider and pd 1 tab the terminating end of the zipper chain 
is adapted to extend sufficiently down the ba. & panel so that it rests against the wearer's 
back when the backpack is worn. Most prefe rably, to ensure that the slider and pull tab 
rests against the user's body when worn the t ;rminating end of the zipper chain extends 
at least halfway down the back panel. Othen /fee, if the tenninating end of the zipper 
chain is disposed proximate the intersection c f the back panel and side panel then 
unwanted access to the zipper may be gained and its deterrent effect may be diminished 
(p. 6, 1. 24 through p. 7, L 13). 

Filling and emptying of the main com lartment of the backpack is not impaired 
despite the added protection of this configure ion since the zipper chain is three- 
dimensional, i.e., the zipper chain extends ov< r at least two panels, e.g., the front panel 
and back panel, providing a relatively large oi *ning to insert the objects to be stored 
therein (p. 7> IL 25-28). 
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VI. Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 



1. Whether claims 1-9, 11-19 and 2 
§102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5 



2* Whether claims 1-24 are unpaten^abL 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,154,332 (Williams 



3, Whether claims 10 and 20 are 
obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,154,332 (Wflliams 
3,530,919 (May)? 



-24 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 
154332 (WilHams et al.)? 



e under 35 US.C §103(a) as obvious 
al.)? 



un patentable 



under 35 US,C. §103(a) as 
et al.) in view of U.S. Patent No. 



VII. Argument 

A* Claims 1-9, 11-19 and 21-24 rej< rcted under 35 t/.&C §102(b) as anticipated 
by Patent No. 5,154 \332 (Wiffiams ett L). 

L Independent claims 1 ant I 12 



Independent claims 1 and 12 are rfeje cted as anticipated by and/or obvious over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,154,332 (Williams et al.). Applicant respectfully traverses the 
Examiner's rejection of these underlying inc ependent claims. 

The preamble of each of independetr claims 1 and 1 2 is directed to u a backpack" 
while the body of the claims specify the eter lents or features of the backpack . Applicant 
submits that the term "backpack" in the prea cnble of each claim is a structural limitation 
that must be accorded patentable weight "I the claim preamble, when read in the 
context of the entire claim, recites limitation ; of the claim, or, if the claim preamble is 
'necessary to give life, meaning, and vitality 1 to the claim, then the claim preamble should 
be construed as if in the balance of the claim h Pitney Bowes, Inc, v. Hewlett-Packard 
Co., 182 F.3d 1298, 1305, 51 USPQ2d 1161 1 165-66 (Fed. Cir, 1999). The Federal 
Circuit in the case In re Paulsen, 30 R3d 14' 5, 3 1 USPQ2d 1671 (Fed. Cir. 1994) was 
asked to determine whether the term "compu ter" in the claim preamble (e.g., "A portable 
computer..., said computer comprising") was properly rejected by the Patent Office as 
anticipated by a reference that disclosed all t ie claim* s limitations in a calculator. The 
Court held that the term "computer" was one that breathes life and meaning into the 
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claims and hence is a necessary limitation t< them. Likewise, in Kropa v. Robie, 187 
F.2d 150, 152 (CCPA 1951), it was held tha t the term "abrasive article" in the preamble 



is a limitation because it gave life, meaning 
the subject matter defined by the claim was 



and vitality in that it is by the preamble that 
cnown as an abrasive article. 



Similarly, in the predecessor case o&Corning Glass Works v. Sumitomo Electric 
U.S.A., 868 R2d 1251, 9 USPQ2d 1962 (Fek Cu\ 1989) the appellate court held that the 
district court correctly interpreted the preamble to the claim in suit — "an optical 
waveguide" - as a structural limitation on tile scope of the claim rather than a statement 



of purpose. As evidence that the preambli 
intended use, the Court focused on the 
which it was clear that the inventors were 
displaying binary data on a raster scan displ 
display systems. In light of the specificati» 



more than a mere stated purpose or 
Lcation of the application in question from 
rking on the particular problem of 
device and not general improvements to all 
l, to read the claim indiscriminately to cover 



all types of display systems was held to be c ivorced from reality since the invention 
described was restricted to those display de\ ices that work by displaying bits, which was 
not true with respect to all display systems xpcited in just the body of the claim. 

The principles established in these k minal cases are also applicable in the 
present application wherein applicant assert: ; that the term "backpack'* breathes 
life and meaning into the claims and thus is i necessary limitation to them. The 
specification of the present application does not mention, whatsoever, any type of 
enclosure other than a backpack. Focus is e: cclusively on the deterrent 
configuration of the releasable securing devi ce (e.g., zipper chain) in a backpack. 
Despite the fact that the panels and main cot ipartment recited in just the body of 
the claim may broadly apply to a variety of i nclosures, the specification and 
preamble of the claims clearly restrict the in mention only to backpacks. 
Therefore, in order to anticipate the present < laimed invention a prior art reference 
must disclose the claimed limitations with re spect to a backpack 

In rejecting the present claimed limit itions of the backpack invention applicant 
submits that the Examiner has improperly fa led to give patentable weight to the 
structural limitation of a "backpack" as foun ! in the preamble. Ins&ad, the Examiner 
relies in Williams et aL on the fabric enclosure 16 and the features associated therewith 
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(e.g., front panel 26, back panel 28, two sidi panels 34a, 34b, top panel 32, bottom panel 



30, main compartment 16, zipper 14c) (see 



day 20, 2005 Final Office Action: p. 2) as 



leading on the claimed limitations of the ba :kpack. The fabric enclosure 16 taught by 
Williams et al. is a shielding encasement se >arate from and not forming any part of the 



backpack 58 (Fig. 4). Williams et aL fails t > disclose backpack 58 itself having the 
claimed limitations, e.g., a releasable securi lg device/zipper chain for accessing the main 
compartment of the backpack, wherein the t srminating end is disposed on the back panel 
and the beginning end is disposed on the $e< ond panel, as in claims 1 and 12. 

2. Independent claim 22 
The preamble of claim 22 is directed to a backpack, similar to that found in 
independent claims 1 and 12 discussed in th ? preceding paragraph. In the outstanding 
Office Action, the Examiner maintains the s ime basis for rejection of claims 1 and 12 as 
is applied to claim 22. Accordingly, for the same reasons stated in paragraph 1 above, 
applicant submits that the Examiner has improperly ignored the limitation of a backpack 
when asserting that the features of the fabrid enclosure 16 as taught by Williams et al, 
reads on the present claimed limitations. In Addition, with respect to claim 22, Williams 
et aL fails to teach that backpack 58 has a rejeasable securing device for accessing the 



main compartment of the backpack formed 



releasable securing device extends along at 1 rest two panels 



J» Dependent claims 9 and 1 9 



Furthermore, dependent claims 9 and 
device/zipper chain "to be 
substantially uprights The Examiner main: 
device could be considered the bottom or 
device. For example, in Figures 7 and 8 
releasable securing devices and panels 
while remaining within the scope and spirit 
Office Action: p. 2) Figs. 7 & 8 of William; 
depict a cylindrical shaped fabric enclosure 



U.S. Serial No. 10/S05,935 
Amended Brief on Appeal 



page 6 of 17 

PAGE 7/18 * RCVD AT 12/612005 1:00:04 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * $VR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/27 * DNIS:273830Q * CSID:8564141058 * DURATION (mm-$$):05-24 



y a plurality of panels, wherein the 



19 require the releasable securing 
disposed substantially laterally, when the backpack is held 
that "The top panel of the Williams 
sidj? panel depending on the orientation of the 
by Williams, it is shown that the 
can take a variety of orientations 
the disclosure." (May 20, 2005 Final 
et al. disclose alternative embodiments that 
and a longitudinal V arrangement of the 



disc osed : 



of the enclosure \ 
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zippers, respectively, with the zippers orient sd in a longitudinal direction* Nevertheless, 
neither embodiment shows backpack 58 wit 1 the zippers oriented in a substantially lateral 
orientation when the backpack is disposed ii l a upright position, as found in claims 9 and 
19. 

Applicant also disagrees with the Ex iminer's assertion that the top panel of the 
Williams device could be considered the bol torn or side panel depending on the 
orientation of the device. The orientation oi the fabric enclosure 16 must be same as that 
of backpack 58 to ensure that the former fits over the latter and to allow the shoulder 
straps 52 to pass entirely through the openin % of the fabric enclosure 1 6. (See CoL 2, U. 
10-15) Since the claim expressly calls for tt e backpack to be in a substantially upright 
position, fabric enclosure 16 must be oriente d either as shown in the Figures or rotated by 



1 80 degrees in a vertical direction to permit 
through the opening of the fabric enclosure 

therefore disposed substantially longitudinally, not substantially laterally, as found in 
claims 9 and 19. 



he shoulder straps 52 to pass entirely 
6. In either orientation the zippers are 



4* Dependent claims 3 1 9 t 14 and 19 



Dependent claims 3 and 14 state thatfthe 
"extends across at least a portion of the side 
releasable securing device/zipper chain to be 
backpack is held substantially upright* \ 

In rejecting these claimed backpack 
Examiner asserts that "Williams further diseases 
in a T orientation' (CoL 5, L 22) which wouli 
laterally where it would extend across a 
reference fails to disclose or suggest that 
would extend beyond the back panel to a 
limitatioii provided in base claims 1 and 12 
device/zipper chain having a te rminating; gnri 



releasable securing device/zipper chain 
>anel" Claims 9 and 19 call for the 
disposed substantially laterally, when the 



end dispos ed on a second panel . Without suck 
the claimed invention calling for the releasah e 
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limitations as anticipated by the prior art the 
♦ 'a closure device could be configured 
position a releasable securing device 
portion of the side panels However, the 

of the T oriented closure device 
panel and thus fails to read on the 
calls for the releasable securing 
disposed on the back panel and a beff imiinp; 



any portion < 



i sect >nd 



tlat< 



teaching the reference foils to anticipate 
securing device/zipper chain to have a 
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tenninatLag end disposed on the back panel! a beginning end disposed on a second panel, 
and the releasable securing device/zipper ct ain being disposed substantially laterally 
when the backpack is held substantially upr ght. 

Yet another conclusion drawn by th< s Examiner with respect to the rejection of 
claims 3, 9, 14 and 19 is that "a second set c >f straps (18) are disposed laterally, which, 
when carried in this orientation, would caus e the releasable securing device to extend 



across at least a portion of the side panel. 



analogous to the claimed xeleasable securing device/zipper chain "for accessing the main 



compartment" of the backpack 58 (as called 



enclosure 16» not the main compartment of 



iandle straps 18 in Williams et al. are not 



for in respective base claims 1 and 12). To 



the contrary, handle straps 1 8 when releasee allow passage into the interior of the fabric 



he backpack 58 itself, as found in 



independent base claims 1 and 12 from which claims 3, 9, 14 and 19 depend, 
respectively. Furthermore, dependent claims 14 and 19 expressly call for "the zipper 
chain" to be "disposed substantially laterally \ when the backpack is held substantially 
upright*. Applicant fails to see how handle straps 18 of Williams et al. are analogous to 



the claimed dipper chain, as found in claims 14 and 19. 

5, Dependent claims 11 and 21 
Dependent claims 1 1 and 21 are further distinguishable over Williams et al. in 
that each calls for the releasable securing detice/zipper chain to be "adapted to extend 
sufficiently along the back panel of the backback so that the terminating end rests against 
a wearer's body when worn." It is the orienjLtion of the releasable securing device/zipper 
in accordance with the present invention thai further prohibits unwanted access to the 
main compartment when the backpack is wo n without the need for a lock. In rejecting 
these claims the Examiner states, "The zippe r of the Williams device is oriented 
longitudinally when the backpack is held upi ight and terminates at the shoulder straps 
(52) where the end of the zipper would rest a gainst a wearer's body when worn." (May 
20, 2005 Final Office Action: p. 2) Applica it respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's 
interpretation of the reference. Williams et a f expressly discloses that "Third zipper 14c 
originates on front panel 26, travels over top xmel 32, and terminates between but just 
above termination point 38 of zippers 14a an i 14b on back panel 28." (Col. 3, U, 48-51 
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and Fig. 3a)(emphasis added) In further suj port thereof, the side view shown in Figure 5 
clearly shows that the terminating end of the zipper 14c of the fabric enclosure 1 6 does 
not rest against the back of the user when th t backpack is worn. In order for the 
terminating end of the zipper 14c of Willian is et aL to rest against the wearer when the 
backpack is worn, as specified in claims 1 1 md 21, it would have to be modified so as to 
be disposed below the position at which the shoulder straps 52 are mounted to the back 
panel. However, such modification would fc e contrary to the express teachings of 
Williams et aL. Specifically, Williams et aL states that "the orientation of the zippers 
allows the backpack to be worn by the user ^ vhile the backpack is inside the enclosure. A 
removable flap of material provides a passa§ ;eway for the shoulder straps of the backpack 
to pass through the invention and be worn b; ' the user/' (Col. 2, U. 10-15) Accordingly, 
as expressly disclosed in Williams et aL the enninating point of zippers 14a and 14b 
must be above where the shoulder straps 52 ire mounted to the backpack 58 to allow 
shoulder straps 52 to pass fully unobstructed through an opening in fabric enclosure 1 6 
when the zippers are unzipped and flap 42 is rolled back so that the backpack may be 
worn with the fabric enclosure 16 (see Figs. I and 5; CoL 2, 11. 10-15). "If proposed 
modification would render the prior art invei tion being modified unsatisfectory for its 
intended purpose, then there is no suggestior or motivation to make the proposed 
modification," (MPEP §2143)(citing In re G >rdon, 733 F.2d 900, 221 USPQ 1 125 (Fed. 
Cir. 1984)). Accordingly, Williams et aL eit ler alone or in combination with another 
reference fails to render the present claimed i nvention unpatentable. 



RC §103(a) as obvious over U.S. Patent 



-2A 



A Claims 1-24 rejected under 35 
No. 5,154,332 (Williams et aL). 

The Examiner in rejecting claims 1 
fails to expressly teach certain claimed limitations 
reliance on general knowledge in the art for 
suggested by Williams et aL are not identifiec 
Examiner's statements reproduced below; 



"As disclosed in column 5, lim : 
invention are contemplated and can 
art, without departing from the spirit afid 
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Williams discloses many different e mbodiments and orientations for me 
releasable securing devices and the < snclosure, therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the ait at the time of the invention to change 
the length or orientation of the teleafeable securing devices while 
remaining within the scope and spiri t of the Williams enclosure. As 
shown by Figure 8 disclosed by Wil iams, the releasable securing devices 
can have a length spanning from jus : a portion of the back panel to a 
majority of the back panel and it wo aid be obvious to have the length of 
the releasable securing device exten 1 at least substantially halfway along 
the back panel" (May 20, 2005 Finaj Office Action: p. 3). 



1. Dependant cjaimg in an. | 2Q 

Though failing to expressly state wh ch claimed limitations are not taught by 
Williams et ah, as best understood by applic ant; the Examiner's statements above are 
directed specifically to the limitations found in dependent claims 10 and 20. These 
claims call for the terminating end of the rel jasable securing device/zipper c hain to be 
disposed on the back panel of the backpack i md "extend at least substantially halfway 
along the back panel of the backpack when t le backpack is held substantially upright". 

As a preliminary matter, the mere fat t that Williams et al. teaches that 
modification of the patented invention is pos sible does not alone provide sufficient 
teaching for limitations that are neither disci >sed nor suggested in the prior art reference 
itself. Addressing the last sentence quoted a >ove, the Examiner is asserting lhat the 
depiction of the zipper 36 extending along th 5 entire back panel from one end to the other 
is sufficient teaching for changing the length of the zipper so that it extends substantially 
halfway along the back panel, as found in cla ims 10 and 20. The Examiner fails to 
specifically point out where in Williams et al the claimed limitation, as found in claims 
1 0 and 20, is taught, instead, merely concludi ag that it would have be obvious to modify 
the length of the releasable securing device si town in Figure 8 to extend at least 
substantially halfway along the back panel wi thout providing a secondary reference for 
such teaching. (May 20, 2005 Final Office A ;tion: p3) Figure 8 of Williams etal, 
teaches the terminating point of the V arrange d zippers disposed on the top panel 32 of 
the fabric enclosure 16, rather than on the bac e panel of the backpack, as expressly called 



for in base claims 1 and 12 from which claims 
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Accordingly, applicant maintains that Willi uns et al. fails to disclose a backpack in 
which the releasable securing device/zipper chain has a terminating end disposed on the 
back panel, a beginning end disposed on a s econd panel, and that the releasable securing 
device/zipper chain extends at least substan ially halfway along the back panel of the 
backpack when the backpack is held substai itially upright 

Even assuming, arguendo, that the I xaminer could identify a secondary reference 
teaching that the terminating end of the zipj er of a backpack is disposed on the back 
panel and extends at least substantially half' ray down the back panel when the backpack 
is in an upright position, Williams et al. teac hes away from such modification. "If 
proposed modification would render the pri&r art invention being modified unsatisfactory 
for its intended purpose, then there is no suggestion or motivation to make the proposed 
modification." (MPEP §2143)(citing In re Gordon, 733 F.2d 900, 221 USPQ 1 125 (Fed. 
Cir. 1 984)). As discussed above with respeJt to the claims in paragraph A above, the 
expressed intended purpose of the zippers 14a and 14b are so that when unzipped and the 
flap is rolled up the shoulder straps 52 of thJ backpack 58 disposed inside the fabric 
enclosure 1 6 may pass therethrough and be lorn by the user while the backpack is 
shielded by me enclosure. (CoL 2, 11. 10-15] If the tenninating end of zipper 14c in 
Williams et al. were Modification of the zip] er 14c in Williams et al. to be disposed 
substantially halfway down the back panel * hen the backpack is disposed in an upright 
position would also require mat the tenninatjag ends of the other two zippers 14a, 14b be 
proximate to that of zipper 14c to ensure thJ a common padlock can interconnect the 
tabs of the zippers. (Col. 2,11. 1-5) If the teriiiiatmg ends of the zippers 14a and 14b are 
disposed substantially halfway down the bad : panel of the backpack then while in an 
unzipped state the flap would not provide snf ficient clearance for the shoulder straps 52 
in their entirety to pass unobstructed therethr. >ugh and be worn with the fabric enclosure 
1 6 in place, thereby teaching away from the i tfended purpose of the invention. 

2. Claims 1-9. H-19 anduXt 



In all other respects the Examiner's 
invention is the same with respect to claims 1 
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9, 1 1-19 and 21-24 in paragraph A. above 
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and thus the same arguments presented therein are equally applicable and incorporated 
herein with respect to the same claims. 



under 35 



C Claims 10 and 20 rejected 
Patent No. 5 J 54,332 (Williams et al) in 

Once again claims 10 and 20 call fo^f the 
securing device/zipper chain to be disposed 
"extend at least substantially halfway along jjtln 
backpack is held substantially upright* 

The Examiner acknowledges that it 
teaches this claimed limitation and asserts: 
"May teaches a golf bag 

to a bag that features a zipper (1 1) e; 

and terminating at least substantiall; 

been obvious to one skilled in the ait 

teachings of May to Williams so that 

halfway along the back panel, while 

and terminating on the back panel." 

p.4) 



Applicant asserts that the Examiner has fafle J 
obviousness. Specifically, the Examiner has foiled 
would have been obvious to modify William > 
articulating that the features as claimed woulfl have 
Applicant submits that the intended purpose 
proposed modification and thus would not 
would render the prior art invention being 
purpose, then there is no suggestion or motivation 
(MPEP §2143Xciting In re Gordon, 733 F.2c 
discussed above with respect to the claims in 
intended purpose of the zippers 14a and 14b 



U.S. Serial No. 10/805,935 
Amended Brief on Appeal 

PAGE 13/18 * RCVD AT 1216/2005 1 :00:04 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0- 



O&G §103(a) as obvious aver U.SL 
0/U.S. Patent No. 3,530,919 (May). 
terminating end of the releasable 
on the back panel of the backpack and 
e back panel of the backpack when the 

j nay not be obvious that Williams et al. alone 

that includes shoulder straps (17) attached 
3 tending across multiple panels (4) 
yj along the back panel. It would have 
at the time of invention to apply the 
the zipper would extend substantially 
itill beginning on a separate panel 
[May 20, 2005 Final Office Action: 



to establish a prima facie case of 

to provide a motivation as to why it 
et al. as taught by May instead merely 
been obvious. To the contrary, 
< >f Williams et al. teaches away from such a 
been obvious. "If proposed modification 
unsatisfactory for its intended 
to make the proposed modification." 
900, 221 USPQ 1 125 (Fed. Cir. 1984)). As 
paragraphs A & B above, the expressed 
Williams et al, are so that when unzipped 



hak^e 



m< dified i 
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end of zipper 14c were modified so as to be 



back panel when the backpack is disposed ii l an upright position as allegedly taught by 



May, then the terminating ends of the other 



and the flap is rolled up the shoulder straps >2 of the backpack 58 disposed inside the 
fabric enclosure 16 may pass therethrough * ad be worn by the user while the backpack is 
shielded by the enclosure. (Col. 2, 11. 10-15 ) Assuming, arguendo, that the terminating 



disposed substantially halfway down the 



wo zippers 14a, 14b would also have to be 



proximate to that of zipper 14c to ensure th* t a common padlock can interconnect the 
tabs of the zippers, (Col. 2, 11. 1-5) If the teAtninating ends of the zippers 14a and 14b are 
disposed substantially halfway down the back panel of the backpack then in an unzipped 
state the flap would not provide sufficient clearance for the shoulder straps 52 in their 
entirety to pass unobstructed therethrough and be worn with the fabric enclosure 1 6 in 
place, thereby teaching away from the inten< led purpose of the invention. 

For the foregoing reasons* appellant submits that Williams et aL does not teach, 
either alone or in combination, each and eve ry element of claims 1-24. Accordingly, 
applicant submits that claims 1-24 are paten able over the prior art of record. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated 





ChMylF., 
Reg. No. 40,361 
Attorney for Appellant 



CheiylF. Cohen, LLC 
2409 Church Road 
Cherry Hill,NJ 08002 
Telephone: (856)414-1055 
Facsimile: (856)414-1058 
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Claims Appendix 

1. (Original) A theft deterrent backpack comprising: 
at least two panels fanning a main 

a back panel and a second panel, other th«t> 

a releasable securing device for acci ssing the 

securing device having a beginning end anc 

disposed on the back panel and the beginnii 



X (Original) The theft deterrent backpack Recording to claim 1, wherein the second 
panel is a front panel. 

3. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack \ according to claim 2, wherein the backpack 
further includes a side panel and the releasable securing device extends across at least a 
portion of the side panel. 



c ompartment, the at least two panels including 
the back panel; and 

main compartment, the releasable 
a terminating end, the terminating end being 
g end being disposed on the second panel. 



4, (Original) The theft deterrent backpack 
further includes a bottom panel and the 
a portion of the bottom panel. 



i ccording to claim 2, wherein the backpack 
releasable securing device extends across at least 



5. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack ; 
panel is a side paneL 

6. (Original) The theft deterfent backpack \ 
panel is a bottom panel. 



a wording to claim 1, wherein the second 



according to claim 1, wherein the second 



7. (Original) The theft, 
securing device is a zipper chain. 



8. (Original) The theft deterrent 
securing device is disposed substantially 
substantially upright 
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longjtudinally, when the backpack i$ held 
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9. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack j iccording to claim 1, wherein the ieieasable 
securing device is disposed substantially laterally, when the backpack is held 
substantially upright 



10. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack 
securing device extends at least substantial!; r halfway 
backpack when the backpack is held substai 1 



11. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack 



according to claim 1 , wherein die releasable 

along the back panel of the 
tially upright 



according to claim 1 ? wherein the releasable 



securing device is adapted to extend sufficie rttly along the back panel of the backpack so 
that the terminating end rests against a wear tf$ body when worn- 

12. (Original) A theft deterrent backpack c jmprising: 

at least two panels forming a main ca unpartment, one of the panels being a back 
panel, a second panel being other than the bs ick panel; and 

a zipper chain for accessing the mair compartment, the zipper chain having a 
beginning end and a terminating end, the zip per chain being disposed so that the 
terminating end is disposed on the back pant 1 and the beginning end is disposed on the 
second panel. 

13. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack in accordance with claim 12, wherein the 
second panel is a front panel. 

X4. (Previously Presented) The theft deterrejit backpack according to claim 13, wherein 
the backpack further includes a side panel ar|l the zipper chain extends across at least a 
portion of the side panel. 



15. (Previously Presented) The theft deterrek 
the backpack further includes a bottom paneljand 
a portion of the bottom panel. 
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16. (Original) The theft deterrent backpacljc in accordance with claim 12, wherein the 
second panel is a side panel. 

17. (Original) The theft deterrent backpaci in accordance with claim 12, wherein the 
second panel is a bottom panel. 



18. (Original) The theft deterrent backpaci ; 
chain is disposed substantially longitudinal] y. 
upright. 



19, (Original) The theft deterrent backpaci . 
chain is disposed substantially laterally, wh£n 



20. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack 
chain extends at least substantially halfway 
the backpack is held substantially upright 



21. (Original) The theft deterrent backpacld according 
chain is adapted to extend sufficiently down the 
terminating end rests against a wearer's bod / 



according to claim 12, wherein the zipper 
\ when the backpack is held substantially 



according to claim 12, wherein the zipper 
the backpack is held substantially upright 



according to claim 12, wherein the zipper 
along the back pane! of the backpack when 



to claim 12, wherein the zipper 
back panel of the backpack so that the 
when worn. 



22. (Original) A theft deterrent backpack comprising: 

a main compartment formed by a plijrality of panels, the plural panels including at 
least a front panel and a back panel; and 

a releasable securing device for accessing the main compartment, the releasable 
securing device extending along at least two of the plural panels. 



backpack according 



23. (Original) The theft deterrent 
panels includes a back panel and a second 
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24. (Original) The theft deterrent backpack 
releasable securing device has a beginning 
being disposed on the back panel and the be 
panel. 



according to claim 23, wherein the 
epd and a terminating end, the terminating end 
ginning end being disposed on the second 
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